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EDLIORIAL. 

Toe present number closes the first volume of the Moral Advocate. 
Yn the commencement it was certainly a doudtful experiment; the first 
number was thoown before the public, almost wituout subscribers, 
Phe patronage it has received has been, since that time, slowly but 
Sterdily encreasing, and Now seems to warrant the continuasce of the 
publication. in commencing another vol. toe pages will be considera- 
bly enlarged, and as the patronage encreases supplements will be pro- 
portionably added. 

As these supplements wi!l be gratuitous, the Edityr will take the li- 
berty of introducing in them some subjects not mentioned in the origi- 
nal Prospectus, but which have sume relation to the general question 
of wer, Of such subjects, s’avery is the most :mportaut, and wii) be 
ranst frequentiy mentioned. tadead this saojec, o iginated aod per- 
petuated by force, is s0 intimately connected wit) the full discussion 
of the general questior, that it ca not be weli passed over in sile: ce. 

A prospectus accompanies the present number which it is hoped will 
be circulated by those who are favorable to the work, as it is hardly 
provable that there is one single subscriber who dues possess influence 
sufficient to obtain at least some new subscribers. 

A list of agents wil be pivea in the tast page. Some of those whose 
names are given as agents have not been consulted, but the editor re- 
tying on their favorable disposition, indu'ges the hope that they will 
not consider the libercy he as taken with tier names, impertinent. 
Fedividuals will please to forward subscripiton money, and the names 
of subscribers obtained, to the agen’s. which it is be eved wiil be con. 
ducive te cenveuience and interest of the parties concerned, 

—— +o 

In eff-ctieg so important a change in public opinion as that on which 
the abviition of war must depend, it is certain that men must be 
brought to think more on the subject. As they are brought to reflect 
on the consequences of this barbarous custom—and on the principies 
by which it is governed—as -these are tested by the precepts of the 
Gospel—there ave few, very few, who will not regret the continuance 
of wars, and fee) sometimes a desire that they might be terminated. 

Were those who are firmly persuaded that war is incompatible with 
Chiristianity, to give the subject tiai piace in their own minds, wiich 
those 


its .nportance demands—and ties Dears 1 in mind, toembrace 
tayorable moments which offer tur uopressing genuine chrishan sen- 
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timents on others—we should seen seea visible change in the whole 
aspect of things among us. 

There is 2 solena obligation on those whose minds have been en- 
lightened—to “let their light shiae before men.” 

In all the wide range of human misery there is not one single prac- 
tice fraught with so much miscmef to mankind as war, It is an evil, 
to whic: every human being upon earth may be said to be directly or 
indirectly exp: sed, and consequently there is not an individual in ex- 
istence that is not deeply interested in endeavoring to apply a remedy. 

—$_—_- 2 
THE FOLLOWING EXTRACT 
From a Vecture on Primitive Tuevtocy, by Henry Holcombe, 

D.D. a mimeter of the Baptist Connection in the city of Phila- 
deipba has been handed us for publication. In this Lecture the 
bmportant qurstion,whetler those who profess to be the followers 
of Jesus C ris: can, consistenly with this profession, umte 
with others inc rrying on war, is taken up and discussed in an 
able manner. [Trenton Federalist. 








“The Lord said unto Noah, He that sheddeth man’s blood, by 
man shall his blood be shed—at every man’s hand will I require 
#. Vengeance is mine, I willrepay. All that take the sword, 
said Tle, to Peter she!l perish by the sword——end the same pro- 
phecy was repeated to John in vision. Thus Were men warned 
against the ccr ‘equence of resorting to theswird for defence. It 
is commonly sucl: a defence of human lives as a fumished wolf 
affords to lambs. Universal history shows, that for one who has fall- 
en by refusing to suse the sword for defence, a hundred—we might 
safely say, a thousand—or even a hundred thousand—have perish- 
ed, as the evident consequence of assuming this insatiate weapon 
for safety. .Not toadvert to anterior effusions of blood, by the de- 
vouring sword, Abijah king of Judah, with an army of four hundred 
thousand men, made war with J-roboam king of Israel who had 
eight hundred thousand—and of these there were five hundred 
thousand slain in battle. Pekah, son of Re maliah king of Israel, in 
one day killed a hundred & twenty thousand men of the troups of 
Judah. Asa,king of Judah, having an army of five hundred and 
eighty thousand men, was attacked by Zerah, king of Cush, who 
had an army of a million of men: and Zerah was entirely routed 
with immence Joss, by the troops of A-a. But passing tt ousands 
of other Jewish, Assyrian, Persian, Roman, Grecian, Carthagenian 
and Eurepean wars, of bloody memory, we would enquire of those 
who Jay a mighty stress on carnal weapons, tn the important article 
of defence, what has become of Babylon, Sidon, Tyre, Palmyra, 
Athens, Jerusalem, Rome, taken by storm, plundered & subjected 
to all the horrors of war five times in the course of twenty years? 
How often have the streets of that warlike e:ty flowed with human 
gore since the day that Romulus laid its foundation in the bleod of 
his brother Remus? How often, and at what expence of blood and 
creasure has that grand school ard mistress of war,been conquered. 
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with millions of swords for her defenee, since the days of Alaric? 
How many hundreds of thousands perished by the swerd and fa- 
mine—usua! companions—in the sieve and co quest of the once fa- 
mous und holy city, by Titus Vespasian? But, to come nearer 
home—in modern Europe—) lways armed at all points—and 
literily surrounded with g¢:ping cannon of every cailibre—has 
proved a security? Great Britain—with ai! her fixed and floating 
thunder—has drunk to the very.dregs, the bitter cup of subjugation, 
four times—and has lost millions of her subjects, and slain millions 
of her enemies, in her—to use her own langu.ge—"defensive wars.” 
France too, in wars, quite as strictly defensive, has been conquered 
five times, and has shed still more blood than Britain, as her in- 
habitants have been more numerous. In short, as a nameless 
writer to whom we are indebted for several ef vur hints, and even 
phrases, observes, there is not a nation worth a conqueror’s notice 
—from he ‘ry resources, and style of preparation for war—ihat has 
got been drenched in blood. Even China, though containing, as 
is said, three hundr: d millions of peop'e—a third of the human 
family—has not escaped the ambition and fury of carnal warriors. 
The bloody conflicts of numerous armies—comprising more than 
a million of men, at the sare time—rer cently arrayed against each 
other in Europe, are fresh in your recollection. Let the tremendous 
scenes of Moscow, in Russia, and of Waterloo, in the Nethelands, 
serve a6 specimens of the defence. found in carnal we: pons, and 
as witnesses, that millions who fly to the sword for. preservation 
perish by it as the conseqcence. 

On the whole, may we not fairly conclude, that inthe proper 
exercise of our rational and religious powers,in a course of im- 
plicit obedience to the commands of Christ, enforced by his amia- 
ble example, our lives would be unspeakably more comforabl 
and safe than we could possibry render them by swords and spears? 
Who will not redily admit that the truly benovolent Howarp, & the 
justly celebrated Winuiam Penn, passed throush the world—se rving 
their generation by the will of God—with incomparably more 
honour and safety, in the mild majesty of affable and conciliating 
mauhers, with the simple habiliments of peace, than any two men 
ever did—however distinguished by their fortunes and talents—in 
the the most splendid and superb style of carnal warriors? As 
the annonymous writer above alluded to, justly remarks, there is a 
grandeur, a magnanimity, and a glory, in the primitive 
Christian charaeter, which nothing on earth ever equalled. In 
fine the most ample preparation for defence, by carnal weapons, 
endangers life, and that peace of mind without which life is of lit- 
tle value—a thousand-fold more than its absence. Of this we have 
the most convincing evidence in the very respectable standing of 
the Frirenps, who disclaim all war,—and yet—we might say, 
therefore—are more prosperous and secure, in all the revolutions 
of their respective countries, than any other society. 

Let this incontestible fact operate as an encourgement on the 
minds of those who would follow any of the animal tribes, not to 
walk in the steps ofleapords, nor wolves, but court the resem- 
blance of lambs and doves. 
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Objection fifth Christianity aims at tie good of the worid ; 
but by refusing to defend our country, we, im effect. ab ndon it to 
destruction : therefore such conduct eannot accord! with the prine 
ciples of this Devine system.” 

Answer. Judsing of Cristians from the New Testament, 
an fofsoldvers trom their ordinary language and customs, these 
classes of society ire seldo n associated in the tented field. Men 
of iniellizence and votie ty. who were active inthe revolutiouary 
War.tiave said they had no recollection of any soldiers who ap- 
p> wed toxct consistently woh the pie ole orl exanpiesof Christ: 
and indeed, every one mast Kiow tye He would be the very last 
chiricer in the woiiverse tliat iW aApproy ‘«d conduetor of common 
wirfare wou.dexubit forthe imitatiog of: soldiers. A man unen 


tit!-d tothe epi det, high mnded—iot * q eek oi quarre]?—nor 
d.spo.d to seek, “the bubble ridoutation ta the cannon’simouth.? 
bu onthe contrary, distinguished by the moeknessand ve tlens 
of Ciurist Jesus, in ali camos would be an object of e mtempt 


exeerition. Asoldser miy mike his teat resound with martial 
airs, S=trange oath.” and wir whoons, with the reverse of censur 

but let him, with Paul and S:las, raise his voice in singing pris 

toGod,and with Daniel, stretch forth his hands in prayer and 
sunplication. sod the hisses of the serpent will be heard io every 
direction. Indeed, it must be ‘obvious toall who reflect oo che 
subject, that aman who has the mind that was in Cheit. eannot 
be fit to slaughter human beings. He may contribule, with «fhe: 
encyto the saving, but not to the destroying of men’s lives. Aca 
asa Jew who had muirried a wife, or Suilt a house, was not to be 
forced at once into the hostile field,so a man who declares, by a 
pub ic, profession, a:d a correspondent life that he cannot, with a 
eood conscienec. take the life of his fellow man, is not compelled 
by any rules of the civilized worid, t» bear cornal weapons. But 
after, and above all, let it be considered whether Chrstians mig! 


> 


h 
not render an unsveakably greater service to the world by setting 
an example of pe.ce on earth good will to men,” than by even theo 
retieally eacourgins wor, The number of practical warriors might 
be greatly dimiashed, in all countmes, enlightened statesmen be- 
ing judges, with porpotional advantage. - The sober, industrious, 
and peaceable inhabitantsin a land,are its strength and stability, 
and glory; and afier all hitherto done in the departmentsof litera- 
ture and morals, every country sbounds withmen scarcely. tolera- 
ble in-eivil society, and yet capeble of being drilled into the most 
daring and dextrous slaughterers of their species. The sinews cf 
war, siy politians. are not to muchin men as in MmORneYy? and even 
they infer, that if there be any characters, in the present age, 
similar to primative Christians, as portrayed im Scripture, their oc- 
cuoitions and professions ouxht to be peaceable, and taking 
whit they cheerfully give,a fiir propotion o: the fruits of their 
labours, for the support of the civil government, they should re- 
ceive in return, its protection,in the full enjoyment of the mght of 
conscience, as connected withrall their laudable pursuits. Then 
why my notthe Christan world form one erect pesce-society, to 
their oiwn imivortal honocur, and the incalculable advantage of the 
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world? And were this done, would not the peace party increase 
rspiviy, until all swords would be beaten into ploughshares, and 
spears into pruning- hooks? [pn fact,all unprejudiced men must 
prrerive the direct, and powerful tendeneyv of such a measure te 
an acknowledged Desideraturri—universal peace. 


[To be continued J 








ABSURD OR GIN OF WARS. 

Without consider ng the con phe: tien of misery which has ate 
tended wars, we are tempted occasionally to «mile at the extreme 
absurdity of their orizin. Phihp the First of Fr nce, speaking to 
one of his courtiers, of William the First of E: gland, said, “When 
wilthe fat monster get out of bed?” This was reported to Wil- 
liam. who was so incensed at the speech, that he ordered his am- 
Dassedor to tell the King of France, that when the fat monster 
should be up, “he would go and be churehed at St. Genevier.’s 
In Poms, weh ten thous. nd lances instead of wax tapers. He 
kept tus word? says the French historian, “entered French Vex. 
in, where he committéd a thousand ravages, and would have done 
grexicr evils, had not Death csrmed him off inthis expectation. 
Behold a war that was occasioned bya mere joke!”"—QOne of the 
most bioody wars in Switzerland,is said to have orisen from an 
equivocal expression, which wes misapprehended by a Duke of 
Burguady. 

PS SCS TE TE 

The average number of prisoners for the last three years in 
Massachusetts state prison, is stated te have been about 250, and 
the cost of the -muaintenance of exch prisoner, at about 26 dollars 
a year. The average vumber of prisoners inthe Pennsylvania 
state prison, has been, for the last three years, about 500, and the 
annual cost of evch ebout.96 dollars, 

The difference between the prison and poor house expences in 
M ..sachu-setts, and Pennsylvania, is certainly such as calls for 
public attention. [ Union. 

SEERA a TSE 

“A State Prison must necessarily be filled with every descrip- 
tion of offenders, from him who is the least obnoxious to the laws, 
to him who is the most flagrant aggressor. Felons, according to 
the ordinary principles of our nature, will assimilate in moral . 
character by intercourse, and that. standard which will be ap- 
proached and adopted, will not be the lowest, but the highest de- 
gree of turpitude. 

“The hardened convict will maintain his abandoned principles, 
and the novice in guilt will become his pupil aid his convert. 
The greater offender will not go to the lesser; the tendency is the 
reverse, 

“It requires no reflection to perceive, that without classtfication, 
our Penitentiaries, instead of preventing crimes, and reforming 
convicts, directly promote crimes, and augment the mor: bases 


ness of convicts, [ Col. Haines’ Report. 




























































P34 FEC MORAL AvYOUATE. 
Extract of Jude Uallowell’s charge to ihe Grand Jery. 
In connection with the subject of murder, we deem it proper to 

mettion the case of Gueling— “where both parties meet with in- 

tent to murder, thinking it their duty as gentiemen, and claiming 
it as their right to wanton with their own hves, and those of there 
icllow creatures. without warrant authority from any power,eitiic? 

Divine or human, but in direet contradiction both to the laws co. 

Ged and man,” we have no hesitation in saying, that if death ene 

sue from sueh a combat, the survivour ts, in point of Jaw, a 

murderer in the first degree, and ought to be punished as such 

Without respect of persons. We hope, and believe, gthitt mo such 

case will come before you for econsideration—but it will not be 

without its use, that the dec'ded opinion ef a court of the hizhest 
ermminal jurisdiction shoul! be publiely and solemnly announced 
and universally known. 
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FROM THE AMEKILUCAN DAILY ADYFRTISER, 


Mr. Poulson, -, 

Ihave perused the extracts from Judge Hallovell’s Charge 
with pecular sstisfaction, and think the sentiments there advnice: 
highly creditable tohim as a maw and asa Judve—With respecs 
to the duties of a Juror, his opinion I deem irretut bly correct; fox 
every member of a Jury is sworn or affired,/to decide apon every 
and any case that shal} come before them, aecording to the ev- 
idence given, without reference to the consequences of their de- 
cision. The Juror does not make the law by wihicha culprit i: 
condemned ; he does not affix to the delinquent the kind of 
punishment he shall receive; he does not define to the effender 
the length of time he shall pass in servitude: all te has tasay is, 
whether the arraigned is guilty of the charges preferred agains 
him, or rot. Conscience, in my opinion, should not be violated o, 


-infringed upon; but] eannot conceive how any man can make it 2 


point of conscience tosay, aman is guilty. or not yuiity, of the 
crime of which he is eharged; and yet many of owr most valuch'e & 
esteemed members of the community do refuse to serve on juries, 
in cases of life and death. ’ 


Judge Hallowell very properly classes the surviver of a duel, 
as a murderer in the first degree, and would toheaven this opinion 
wus more generel—then w~ should see these gentlemanly imur- 
derers brought tocondign punishment, and the fincer of seorn 
pointed at them, as their polluted forms hurried through our 
streets; they would be avoided as though their breath would blast 
every one who came within its influenee. Alas! how different 1s 
the case: the monster who has murdered, perhaps, his deares* 
friend, is caressed and looked upon as one who has achieved 
some valorous deed, for which his name should be handed down 
to the latest posterity; and so it should, but with exeerations anc 


anfamy. Were the fair portion of creation unanimously influeac- 


ed by the tender sentimeuts of humanity, implanted by natwe in 
their breasts, they could do much in checking the murderer's 
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hand; were they to shua his society and not permit him to mingse 
wm ‘heir social circles, it would deter others from staiming their 
hands with their brothers’ biood. ‘Too often have we seen the 
delicate, thougitiess female supporting herself apon that arm 
which, but a few hours bedore, had leveled the fatal tube against 
the bosom of a fellow creature! Could sh 1¢ but for a momentyics 
ture to herself the biocd-staimed corpse of a father, a brother, or a 
husband, murdered by hin’ wliose arm gave her support, she 
would dash it from her, with aslriek of horror and disgust! 
Some years ago, ft became oo ep: with a ‘young man from 
the southward, who left home for this city, accompatiied by one 
wwho had been his intimate friend {rom an early period of life. On 
ther way, they stopped at a town in Maryland, to witness a horse- 
ace they bet upon different. hor-es—-one of course losi-— 
Ww words ensued—a challenge was given and accepted—they re pares 
to the field of combat arm it. arm---they took their stations, and 
fired!---one received the fatal ball and instantly expired! The 
survivor wrote to the relatives of the deceased, and lelt the mui- 
dere! body of his friend, and came to this city tocompiete the ob- 
set of hus visit; it vasthen DT became acquainted with lim--sand 
when this tale of horror was teld ine, my very blood chilled in 
its vee, and ever alter d could net fouok upon dim without slidy 
derin 
Mr. "Poulson, YT have been, almest i insen sibly, Jed to a greater 
eth than | first intended, but should the wbove remurks and = re 
ae further in the least dégree the cause of humanity, I lope 
you ang the public will indulge me with your patience. 
efpril 24, 122. ANTI-DUELLIST. 
The sentiments expressed in the foregoing article on the propriet’ 
of serving on juries. in case: involving capital punishment, 6o not ais 
pear to me to be supported by that strenzth.of reason ling that would 
warrant their avowal. It 1 true the jury do not fix the punishmen! 
of the culprit, either by Jaw or by seutence. (o inflict the punisi 
ment of death legally, requires that there shou'd be a law to that effect, 
~—there must be jurors tu find the culprit guilty —a judge to pronoance 
his seabeiiens 00 an executioner to dispatch him. these are all parts 
of the great machine, and co-operate, and are assential in producing 
the effect. [f{ there is criminality 1a the result, that criminality wise 
attatch to all active agents employed in it. Neither the Legislatoe 
whe was a@ party in enacting, vr ¢9ontinuing the Law, the jury wii 
found him guilty, the judge wie condrmined him, nor the hangman that 
executed him, can be excalpated. ‘bhey may be considered as having 
divided the business among themselves each fully perfo: ‘ming his part, 
and each part being absolutely esseutial to the result. { hey therefore 
stand as copartners in the business and must joiutly and severally bear 
*he responsibility. Were a number of individuals to combine, and ce 
operate with each other m committing a criminal act, each fully 
forming his part, and each of these parts Des so asseutial te the whole 
that the crime would aot he accomp ished withuttt it, and were these 
pertaes brought befot® Judge Haituweil o: any otier competent judge, 
! presume fis decisida wouid be wide ‘ty different from Laat givem 1a 
relation to tue-duty of jurors, in cases of capital punishmevts. Ep. 
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WAR, 

The wars waged by the Jews are fi equently brought forward either 
to support the practice in the present aye, or to invalidate the truth of 
revealed retigion. What the human mind, from its very constitution, 
cannot advance to high attainments but by successive steps anda gra- 
dual progress, must be evident to all who bestow the least reflection 
on the subject. And) therefore that God siouid condescend thus to 
lead mankind, by successive advances to greater degrees of knowledge, 
and to a more excellent system of morality, than they were oace able 
to bear, is not inconsistent with his wisdom and unchangable Good- 
ness. That he should have exteided his favors and divine counte- 
nance to thuse venerations that were net prepared for the full disco- 
very of the relation in which they stood te vim aud to each otier is 
equa'ly m accordance with his Divine Attributes. 

rlence all the inferences thar have been drawn from the wars of the 
Jews to support either Infdetity or War, will be fowid to rest on so- 
pristical and unsoned reasoning. Becatice it witli appear not iacon- 
sistent with the Attributes of the Doity either to extend lis favor and 
peculiar regard to mank nd in a iow and degraded state, or to lead 
them by successive advances to astate thatis more exalted. 

But there are otler considerations which very proper|y arise out of 
this subject. It appears that the chiidren of Israel were bound to “en- 
quire of the Lord” in all their military expeditions, and this was even 
epplied to the particular batties. Hence it wil! follow that tere could 
not be a general permission. For the necessity for special permission, 
strongly implied a genera! polibition. 
ed that the change of Dispensations nas not had an effect on the ques. | 
tion, and that the Gospel does not enjoin a move excellent morality 
or give a mure perf-ct doscovery of the relations in which we stand te 
each other and to our Creator, than were known in the very infancy of 
time, still it would follow that wars, if sanctioned by those precedents, 
Should be carried on upon the same principles, Of course no war 
could be undertaken now, without permission received from¥tie Ora- 


cles of God. And if it were placed upon this ground, we are well as- 
the world. For of all 


If therefore it were even erante 


sured that wars would cease throughout 
that have been carried on since the beginning ef the christian era, we 
may boldiy assert that no instance can be produced in which such @ 
permission was given 

On examination of those wars that received such a sanction as has 
been mentioned, it will further appear that they were waged on wa 
tions “whose measure of iniquity was full” and were therefore just 
judgments and chastisements for the sins of such aations. Thus it be- 
came necessary that they should be special'y warranted, because they 
were special punisimen's— And vot only did the Alwigaty direct the 
ind of pinishment, and the instsuments by whem it sould be inflict- 
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ed but he also fixed the time, and prescribed the exact explent of the 


chastisement. And who else could presume to decide on any of these 
points but himself? Man could not dare to doit. And accordingly 


we find that a deviation from the precise instructions which the Isra- 
elites received, in executing the Judgments of God, drew on them hi® 
chastisements in their turn. 

Those wars that are recorded as having received Divine approbation, 
so far from esfablishing the practice of modern werfare, afford the most 
conclusive arguments aginst its lawful in the present day, ». 

That Famines, Pestilence and Earthquaks may ha en special 
judgments on nations, as just chastisements for their sins will hardly 
be denied by any who believe in Divine Providence. Nor will the mer- 
cy or justice of God be galled in question from such judgments, and 
still it must be confessed that many innocent individuals are involved in 
all general calamities.—But this do€s not prove that the innocent were 
nof*mercifully taken away in their innocence, and thus preserved from 
the evil that awaited them,& therefore it was not an act of wrath, or pu- 
nishment, but of fatherly regard. And conseqently nothing can be 
argued from the destruction ofgthe lives of infants in the wars of the 
Jews, more than in pestilence and famine. And as these acts 
of retributien and judgment were twofold, to punish the wicked and 
deter others from like acts,of depravity, it belongs to him, & himonly,to 
make choice of the means tobe employed. If we look through the old 
testament we shall find thatthe chastisements were inflicted by such 

‘anstruments as most powerfully tended to impress the belief of the im- 
mediate agency of the Almighty in these transactions. Thus the chil- 
dren of Israel passed through the Red sea on dry ground, which the 
Begyptians attempting to do were drowned. Thus also in the battle 
between Israel and‘Amaleck, Moses stood “ on the top of the hill, with 
the rod of God in his hand;” and “when Moses held up his hand “fsra- — 
el prevailed’? and when he let down his hand Amaleck prevailed. In the 
Rebellion of Korah, Dathan &c. the earth opened her mouth and swal- 
lowed them up.” But on another occasion the judges were commanded 
to “‘slay every one his men that were joined unto Baal Peor.”” When 
Israel was commanded to enter into the promissed Land, the old inha- 
bitants being ripe for judgment, they refused and were turned back— 
But being sensible of their offence, they concluded in their own wills 
to go on to take possession of the land, which they knew they were to 
possess, but&hey were driven back with slaughter. Num. XIV 45. 

Thus also the attack on Jerico was not in the usual mode of warfare, 
but its walls were encompased, until they fell. Thus the army of 
Gideon was pronounced to be too many, and they made their onset 
with lamps and trumpets, proclaiming “the sword of the Lord and of 
Gideon.” 

When it accorded with the divine purpose of making himself known 
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both among the Jews & neighboring nativns,the Israelites were employed 
as instruments, when at other times they had only to stand still & sev 
their deliverance wrought by the immediate display of Almighty pow- 
er. Thus in the reign of Hezekiah, when the King of Assyria besieged 
the city and blasphemed A. nighty God, “the angel of the Lord went 
out and smote in the camp of the Assyrians one hundred and fourscore 
and five thousand” in one night. 


Such were the wars carried on under the former dispensation, and 
6uch the means emploved by the Supreme Being, to cause his attributes 
to be known in the earth,during an age in which pagan darkness & igno- 
fance were in th: very “Zenith of theirdark domain.” But who will 
pretend that wars are now waged on the same authoritv. No one 
ca presume to enter into the secret councils of the Almighty and say 
when the day of mercy is over with nations or individuals. No one 
now pretends to consult the Oracles of God in declaring war. There” 
fore as was are not pretended to be waged on the same principles, 
or under the same authority that warranted some of the wars of the jews 
-——it is totally irrelevant to advance those wars in defence of the prat- 
tice in the present age. 


And as these obs rvations apply to wars*in general, they apply both 
to offensive and defensive wars. The Israelites were no less bound 
to enquire of the Lord when they were assailed than when they were 
disposed to assail others. And for this very obvious reason. No wars 
were sanctioned but such as were just chastisements for sins which 
placed them on a footing with pestilence, famine, earthquakes &c: 
Hence when the Israelites had, by a series of wickedness, incurred the 
just judgments of God, and he in his wisdom was pleased to correct 
them with the eword, their resistance was neither approbated,nor avail- 
jng- Read the prephecy of Jeremiah in the case of the wars of the King 
of Babylon on Zedekiah chap. XXVII &c. and many other passages 
that might be mentioued, 

Thus as both offence and defensive wars were to receive a special 
permission, in those days of comparative darkness, and as such a speci- 
al permission is now withheld altogether, it follows that nothing can 
be inferred from those wars in support of the practice now,in either case. 


As already observed, we are called to a more excellent system of 
morality under the Gospel, than was required under the Law; but this 
does not imply any contradiction. On the contrary ithe Law contained 
the firet principles, which are explained and perfected under the Gos- 
pel. , 

The Lew commanded+*"Thou shalt not kill.’ ‘This broad unquali- 
fied command, covers the whole ground of controversy. It prebi- 
bits alike all murders, whether committed by human authority or nof,; 
whether in the dark shades that cover the assassin, or inthe face of day 
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with the boldness of drum and trumpet. Christ came’ not to des- 
troy the Law, &c. but to fulfil it, and declared that one jot or one 
tittle should in no wise pass from the law till all was fulfilled. And 
though the state of mankind did not bear this fulfilment at the time of the 
giving of the Law, without some qualification, or modification, that 
modification which was permitted in condescention to their weakness, 
was only designed to last till “the time of reformation.” They re. 
ceived (if I may use the expression,) indulgence in particular cases, al] 
of which might be mentioned if an enumeration were necessarv. But 
when our Lord himself appeared iin person among men, he not only 
revived the command in its full extent, by which all past indulgences 
were rendered obsolete, but he went further. Laying theaxe to the 
root of the corrupt tree, he forbid the causes that lead to overt acts 
of violence. Wut even leaving behind the subsequent command, and 
all that sublime morality inculcated by our Lord, the single command. 
ment “thou shalt not kill’ as recognized by him without reserve or exe 
ception, will stand an imperishable "prohibition of all wars, whether 
public or private; unless they are carried on without Killing, It is an evie 
dence of divine wisdom, that the term “Kill” is used in the command. 
A term which sophistry itself cannot evade; but which applies as com+ 
pletely to the effects of Wars, Duelling and Capital punishments, as to 


private murder, 
( To be resumed in the next no.) 








From Heckewelder’s Narrative. 


Extracts from the speches of two Indian Chiefs, One the head chief 
of the Wyandots, on their way to make an attack on the Americar 
people about 4778—the other, Glickhican, a Moravian Indian Chief. 


The War Chief. 


Cousin. Although until now [ bave never come to see you, [ am no 
stranger to you. [know that you had invited teaches to come amon 
you, for the purpose of instructing you in good things, all of whic 
I highly approved. 

Gousin L love your teachers, the same as you do. Itis happy for 
us thatsuch good men as your teaches and our teachers * have come 
amomg us, to instruct us in that whichis good. Both your teacherg 
andour teachers possess the large book, in which the will and com- 
mandment of God are written. We also have a house in which wé 
meet for prayers. 

Cousin. You may perhaps be astonished at hearing such words pro- 
ceed from my lips, while at the same time you cannot but observe that 
1 am going on a warlike errand! but listen to me what I say. Un- 
pleasant as it is to me to approach you in the manner you see me; yet 
tis for your good and safety. You! Cousins and your teachers have 
many enemies. Frequent councils have been held, tending to your des, 
truction. I have often thought of you—often wished to see you. J 





* The teacher of the War Chief was a Roman catholic priest: those 
ofthe Indians he was speaking to were Moravians, 
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have this time purposely taken my course this way to show my wsr- 
riors where you dwelt, that not only they may not be led intoa mistake 
respecting you, butalso warn others from disturbing or molesting my 
good cousins, the Christian Indians and their teachers. 

Cousins! continue always in the same way you now are in and you 

ill fare well. Do not join in any disputes nor in wars, and the great 
Spirit above will protect you against all the plots of your adversaries, 

The war chief having finished his address Isaac Glickhican rose and 
in behalf of the Christian Indians returned the following answer. 

Uncle, you are all welcome with us—Your words proceed not from 
the lips only but from the heart, therefore they are precious. 

Uncle, you applaud our living together for the purpose of being in- 
etructed in that which is good, and laying aside that which is bad—in 
hot having any thing to do with disputes of others nor with wars. 

Uncle, ‘You love us, and since this is the case, the Great Spirit has 
directed your course this way that you might see us and we you. 

Uncle, You say you have a teacher, the same as we have, and that he 
likewise tells you what is good and what is bad: and who, like our 
teachers is in pussession of the large book, wherein the commandments of 
God are written. I doubt uncle whether it be the same bowk from which 
our teachers instruct us. In the book whic!. these have. God commands in 
one place “thou shalt not kill’”—And in another place he says: * Love 
your enemigs’”’—nay, even pray for them—Can it then be supposed 
that Ged who created man, should not be offended, when these destroy 
each other? 

Uncle! at that time, when we were accomplices together * each of 
us strove to out do the other, in murdering human beings: but then 
we knew no better.— No body then told us that it was asin to Kill, 
and that to kill man was forbidden by the Creator of mao. 

Uncle, You and I were friends, when we both were young, and have 
remained such to this day, when we both are old. Letus do alike, 
and put away from us what is bad, and forbidden by God. 1 
mean the killing of God’s creatures! (man.) 

The war chief having returned to his camp for nearly an hour, now 
again returned, having but a single yous man with him, and requestin 
an audience of a few of the national assistance of which Isaac Glickhi- 
can was one, he addressed himself to them thus: 

My cousins! I have given your words a due consideration, and now 
offer my heart to you. 

Cousin!—You have spoken the truth in saying that God, who cre- 
ated man, cannot be pleased when these kill one another, So the 
teacher which instructs ine, likewise says. 

Cousin!—I myself am averse to war—to killing of mankind, and 
had declined receiving the hatchet hitherto, although my father (as he 
calls himself) threatened me, that if I did not receive the hatchet of 
of him for to kill the American people who were his enemies, he weuld 
withhold from me, every necessary article both in the clothing way, 
and for supporting myself and family, with meat and provision. 

Cousin, place yourself in my situation, living at the very door of 
my father’s house. When however I found that my father would com- 
pe’ me to receive the hatchet, when he told me to kill all the long 

hives, (the Americans) I should meet with, I said to him father men in 


‘ —_. = 





* Alludiug to the wars between the English and French. 
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arms, not women & children: to which he. replied all. all, kill ail. 

Cousin, think vot that 1am on my way to doghat my father oid me 
do,. no indeed nof. I will tell you what I willde. I will marci my 
men within half a days journey of the Ohio River, and from thence 
send a select party off to take one prisoner; which prisoner shall be 
taken to my father with the charge that he be not hurt, and with this 
I will return him his hatchet again which he had forced upon me. 

Cousin. Nota life shal! be lost by my party, anc ia ten days you 
shall see me here again, if the Good Spicit spares my life so long. 

Cousin. Were I to follow my own inclination I would return 
hone from here without going any further, but o* your acount f must 
proceed and do something, lest you be charged with having dissuaded 
me from doing that which he bid me to do, and he become euraged 
agaiust you. No! no! you shall not suffer on my account. I act 
for myself. 

——a 
From the Friend of Peace. 
Letters to Joshua L. Wilson.—Letier 1. 
Rev. Sir, 

Your sermon on “The Character of an officer and 
the duty of a soldier, preached to a regiment of Obio Militia,” 
has recently come into my hands. While lam disposed to allow 
you ample credit for your talents and sincerity, 1 would respect- 
fully solicit your attention to a few remarks. 

The paragraph of the Gospel, relating to the Centurion, which 
was adopted for your text, is very instructive; and the character 
of this officer, as described by the Evangelist, is truly amiable. 
His “compassion, liberality, humility and faith,” may justly be 
exhibited as wortby of imitation. - There is, however, one of your 
remarks relating to him which demands seme notice. In page 
7th you observe, “In looking upon this noble Captain, we behold 
a human heart, devout beneficence, profound hunuitity, and exalt- 
ed faith, all mingled with a solid colum of military fire.” 

By “military fire” I presume you mean the war spirit. But 
whence, Sir, did you learn that ‘a solid colum of military fire” 
‘was associated with the amiable virtues in the character of this 
man? I see no evidence of the fact; but if it were evident to me, 
I should impute this “military fire” to the pagar education which 
he had received prior to his acquaintance with the Saviour. Paul 
says, “The fruit of the spirit is love, joy, peace, longsuffering, | 
goodness, faith, meekness, temperance”—will you add——‘“all min- 
gled with a solid column of military fire?” 

Suppose it to be stated that the Messiah said, “Blessed is the 
amet oe oH in whose heart is “‘a solid colum of military fire!” 

ould this be characteristic of the Prince of peace? If not, can 
your remark be reconciled to the spirit of his instructions? 

From the character of the Centurion you infer, ‘that the pro- 
fession of arms is not inconsistent with piety.” If you mean no 
more, than that some persons of the military profession have been 
pious men, thisis granted. But if youmean that there is no cow 
trariety between the spirit of war and the spirit of Christ, 1 must 
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dissent. For what two qualities in the universe are more spposed 
to each other, than the love of war and the love of peace? 

Having made your inference, you observe, “We freely confess, 
with the apostle James, that wars and fightings come of men’s 
lusts. And where ambition, avarice, or revenge is the motive of 
warfare, injustice and cruelty mark the footsteps of every chame 
paign, while tyranny perches on every sail that is beat in the cause 
of conquest and oppression.” 

This passage, if [understand it, implies a decided condemnation 
of all wars which ‘‘come of men’s lusts,” or m which “ambition, 
avarice, or revenge is the motive of warfare.” You however seem 
to imagine a class of wars which do not “come of men’s lusts’ — 
and in which “cruelty and injustice do not mark the footsteps” of 
the warrior. Hence you add—‘But when the arms are employed 
for the deposition of tyrants, for the defence of the innocent, for 
the protection of property, of liberty, of life, Justice approves, and 
Heaven smiles approbation.” 

I would here propose afew questions: —~Was there ever a war 
which was not professedly made on one or more of your supposed 
justifiable grounds? Was there ever a war which did not come of 
men’s lusts?” or in which “ambition, avarice, or revenge” was not 
a predominant motive? or in which “injustice and cruelty,” with 
the destruction of the innocent, did not “mark the footsteps of 
every campaign?” . 

If you cannot say yes, to either of these questions, I may fur- 
ther ask:—Does not what you have written fairly imply a condem- 
nation of all wars, and a justification of every war? But, Sir, did 
“Justice approve and Heaven smile approbation,” on the conduct 
ofthe French Revolutionists, when they employed arms for the 
deposition of tyrants? 

Permit me alsoto ask, In what class of wars was that “solid colum 
of military fire” employed, which you beheld in the Roman Cen- 
turion? Not in wars made “for the deposition of tyrants” or “the 
protection of liberty.” But ifemployed atall, it was for the sup- 
port of tyrants, and the oppression of subjects. Hence, if his ex- 
ample affords proof of the lawfulness of any wars, they must be 
of that class which youcensure. Therefore, while you applaud 
what was good in his character, you must detest the object to which. 
his “military fire” was devoted. 

But the Centurion was “a man under authority” as well as in 
authority. and your doctrine relating to the duty of a soldier may 
perhaps lead to further discoveries respecting the military system. 
This may be the subject of a second letter. 








LETTER ITI. 
Rev. Sir, , 

WHILE you justify wars for “the deposition of tyrants’ and 
“the protection of liberty,” you give the following account of the 
duty of asoldier:—The whole duty of a soldier 1s comprised in 
abedience.” 
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‘Obedience” doubtless comprises “the whole duty” of the sol. 
difr, and of every other man. But if Im@htly usderstand your 
language, it implies, that “the whole duty of a soldier is compris- 
ed in obedience” to a military commander, however unjust or inhu- 
man may be his requisitions. For you to go on to say, 

“Great freedom of inquiry may be tolerated in civil govern- 
ment; but in military affairs, it is fgund best to commit the opera- 
tions of a fleet or army to the command of one man,and under 
him to establish the strictest subordination. He who lives the 
life of a soldier, must live the life of obedience. A soldier is not 
called upon to plan, but to execute. When his commander says 
go, he must go; when he says come, he must come; when he says 
do this, he mnst do it; he must do it with alecrity, with prompt- 
ness, with perseverance, and do it without asking the reason 
why. ‘0 

Such is the popular creed which a christian and republican 
people have derived from pagan and despotic governments. Ac- 
cording to this creed “the whole duty of a soldier” consists in ab- 
ject submission to military despotism—a despotism as perfectiy 
inconsistent with rational liberty, or the natural rights of man, as 
was ever established by the most ferocioustyrant. Under the pre- 
tence of “protecting lberty,” thousands are siript of its blessings, 
and reduced to the degraded condition of slaves, and not even 
permitted to judge or ingnire, respecting the right or the wrony 
of what they are commanded to do! 

Can you, Sir, pretend to be a friend to civil freedom & the rights 
of man, and still be an advocate for such tyranny and injustice? 

The military commander may be unprincipled, maliglant, am 
ditious, and revengeful. He may command {he soldier to rob or 
to kill an innocent fellow citizen—even yourself; and if “he says do 
this, he must doit; he must doit with alacrity—and do it without 
asking the reason why.” -Ifthe officer plots the overthrow of our 
government, and commands his troops to slaughter every man who ™ 
opposes his designs; they “must do it,” if they can, “and do it 
without asking the reason why.” 

‘ God says to the soldier, “Thou shalt love thy :eighbor as thy- 
self.’ “Thou shalt do no murder.” But the nilitary comman- 
der steps forward and says—‘Instead of loving thy fieighbor as 
thyself, I say unto thee, hate thy neighbour, and and shed his blood!”? 
and do you not plainly say, “he must do it,” without waiting to | 
‘task the reason why?” 


To all men under the light of the gospel, the Saviour says, “Love 
your enemies; bless them that curse you; do good to them that 
hate you, @nd pray for them that despitefully use you and perse- 
cute you; that ye may be the children of your Father who is in 
heaven, for he maketh his sun to rise on the evil and on the good, 
and sendeth rain on the just and onthe unjust.” 


But to an army of men who have received these divine injunc- 
tions, the military chief issues the following counter orders:—T 
command you to hate and destroy your enemies, aid spare nei- 
ther man, waman nor child, of such 2 city or provinces.’ 














